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his views on the Revolution were closely linked with his views on
Lorraine. Without the Revolution, Lorraine would have been not
his "little country'* but his "great country," his fatherland. But
the equation, Lorraine-France, is an isolated theme. Even if Barres
had not been a frontiersman, if instead of being half Auvergnat
he had been all Auvergnat, his central position would have been
the same. The Revolution had happened. Any political theory based
on an evasion of this fact was destined to sterility. On this point,
he agreed with Napoleon.
" Je ne dis pas que ce qui s'est passe en France est juste, je dis
que c'est un jubile qu'on appelle une revolution. L'ordre social a
ete rername, le roi a ete guillotine qui etait le sommet de la legis-
lation. Si veut le roi, si veut la loi; c'est un ancien axiome en France.
Tout a ete bouleverse. . . . Vous ne pouvez revenir sur ce qui
s'est fait."1
The distance in time between the Lorrainers, finally united to
France by the Revolution and the epoch of King Stanislas, was no
longer than that separating Barres's generation from the murderous
mutilation of 1871. How could you ask of a Lorrainer a spontaneous
adhesion to the House of France in which that province had seen
for centuries a determined enemy and, for a single generation, a
rigorous master? That instinctive respect for the Bourbons which
his friends felt or professed to feel, it was neither in the power nor
in the will of Barres to feel. He refused to submit to it and he had
doubts, too, of the value of an emotion so intellectual as the
rationalized monarchism of the converts to the doctrine.  For
Maurras and Daudet it was a different matter; they were "Blancs
du Midi," descendants of men who had rejoiced at the news of
Waterloo. If it was absolutely necessary for Barres to have feelings
of this kind, there were the descendants of the ancient dukes of
Lorraine still reigning at Vienna! But all this was a proper theme
for a novel, not for a serious political campaign. "Vous ne pouvez
revenir sur ce qui s'est fait." This maxim of the Emperor was a
constant guarantee against succumbing to the Maurrasian argu-
ments. France was what the Revolution, the Empire, had made her;
she was also what the Church and the Monarchy had made her.
But a nationalist theory that assumed that her formation had
stopped with her last king was an archaeological theory. It was a
1 Adnen Dansette, NapoUon Vues polttiques, p. 23.